
I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THIS CORRESPONDENCE IS BEING 
DEPOSITED ON 1/18/06 WITH THE UNITED STATES POSTAL 
SERVICE AS FIRST CLASS MAIL IN AN ENVELOPE ADDRESSED 
TO: THE COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS, ALEXANDRIA, VIRGINIA 
22313-1450. 




(SIGNATUR«)FPERSON MAILING PAPER OR FEE) DATE 

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 



In the Application of: 
William F. Reeves 

v 

for: COMPUTER SYSTEM FOR OPTICAL 

SCANNING, STORAGE, ORGANIZATION 
AND ELECTRONIC MAILING OF MEDICAL 
RECORDS AND OTHER SENSITIVE 
ORIGINAL LEGAL DOCUMENTS 

Serial No.: 09/578,664 

Filed on: May 25,2000 



Examiner: L. Gilligan 
Group Art Unit: 3626 
also via fax-57 1-273-6300 



Hamden, Connecticut, January 18, 2006 



Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 2231 3-1 450 



AMENDMENT TO APPLICATION 



SIR: 

Applicant hereby responds to the Office Action dated 1 1/30/05 by amending the claims 
herein. The applicant references a telephone interview with the Examiner on 1/4/06 in 
which the Applicant and Examiner discussed the unique features of the application and 
the best way to distinguish the unique features of the art and technology. The Applicant 
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points out the problem that prior art and existing technology has in terms of creating 
"original" digital files by scanning paper files or by creating digital files from a software 
program. There is a significant problem authenticating that a digital document is an un- 
tampered original once the digital document is circulated or sent out into cyberspace. 
Digital documents and sensitive medical and legal data can be easily altered or 
modified without taking extra-ordinary security precautions. The Application herein is 
focused on providing an optical scanning system that, simultaneous with the scanning 
process, creates a digital woven matrix between a physician signature watermark, a 
unique patient identifier, and the original digital data being scanned. If any part of this 
digital matrix is tampered with the computer system software is capable of detecting an 
altered document as well as authenticating an un-tampered original. There is also a 
compelling practical reason to include a unique patient watermark in each digital 
document. There can be a large problem with mistaken identity in the transmission of 
digital medical records. A large city may have 50 people named Ed Jones and, since 
many people are leery of using social security numbers and birth dates as ID markers 
(due to identity theft issues) it is much safer to embed a permanent identifier watermark 
that is keyed to a specific individual so, in a life or death situation when medical 
treatment is required, the attending medical personnel have a high degree of confidence 
they are treating the right person and referencing the correct medical records of said 
person. There are ample references in the original specification to support the 
amendments to the claims herein. Specifically, the first paragraph of "Brief Summary of 
the Invention" on page 6 of the specification clearly mentions the unique scanning 
process of embedding a digital physician signature watermark and embedding a unique 
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